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for our military will go to procure vital 
weapons systems, to further research, 
to develop new technologies, and to 
fund military operations in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. The bill also includes a 
3.1-percent pay raise for soldiers, sail-
ors, airmen, and marines. 

Mr. Speaker, we have the most domi-
nant military in the history of the 
world, and this bill will keep it that 
way. With this funding, we are giving 
our defenders the tools they need to 
keep us safe. 

f 

URGING SUPPORT FOR SUCCESS-
FUL WITHDRAWAL STRATEGY 
FROM IRAQ 
(Mr. RANGEL asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask my 
colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous 
question on the rule on the defense ap-
propriation bill so that the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI) 
might give us an opportunity to vote, 
to consider and vote on her amend-
ment, which actually contains a strat-
egy for success in Iraq by allowing or 
asking the President to tell us, within 
30 days after the enactment, what is 
his plan for success to bring the troops 
home. 

Whether you voted for or against the 
war, or whether you are concerned 
about it, everyone has to be concerned 
about our troops that are there. The 
way this war has been waged is putting a 
huge strain on our men and women in uni-
form, and has become a threat to our armed 
forces’ capacity to meet future needs. And if 
you take a look at what is happening 
with our military being spread through 
120 countries, you will recognize that 
the administration’s so-called ‘‘strat-
egy’’ requires more troops to add on to 
the troops that are already in Iraq. 

The problem that we are having is re-
cruitment. We are not finding, not-
withstanding the increases in bonuses 
up to $40,000, that we are getting the 
recruits that we need. We also find that 
they reduced the standards. One no 
longer has to be a high school grad-
uate; they are now taking sub-high 
school graduates. And all the while, the 
President has still made no direct appeal to 
areas of this country, other than those where 
jobs and opportunity are lacking, to join the 
service and share in the sacrifices needed to 
defend this great republic. 

So I am hoping if you are concerned 
about our troops, you will give us a 
chance to ask the President, how in the 
heck are we going to get out of this so 
that we can preserve our armed forces and 
stop taking advantage of the heroes who have 
served far more than their fair share? 

f 

LAYOFFS IN WESTERN NORTH 
CAROLINA 

(Mr. MCHENRY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, last 
Wednesday, my congressional office in 

Hickory, North Carolina, got news that 
Broyhill Industries, the big furniture 
company, would be cutting up to 1,009 
jobs in Caldwell and Rutherford Coun-
ties. This is devastating to my people 
in my district. This is only one chapter 
in a long story of continuous layoffs in 
western North Carolina. 

My district, North Carolina’s 10th, is 
called by the Almanac of American 
Politics the most blue-collar district in 
America. But many of those blue-collar 
jobs are being lost. The textile indus-
try has been devastated. The furniture 
industry, we have lost a lot of jobs 
there as well. Towns Lenoir and 
Rutherfordton are only the latest chap-
ter in a long series of job losses in the 
region. 

But I want my constituents to know, 
Mr. Speaker, that there is help, there 
is hope, and they can contact my con-
gressional office. 

In Congress we cannot keep compa-
nies from closing, but there are some 
things we can do, and we will act and 
do what is right for our people and do 
what is best for our country. 

f 

EXTENDING A WARM WELCOME TO 
MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT 
FROM MAIN OPPOSITION PARTY 
IN ZIMBABWE 
(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to welcome three women Mem-
bers of Parliament from the main op-
position party in Zimbabwe, the Move-
ment for Democratic Change: the Hon-
orable Thokozani Khupe, the Honor-
able Paurina Mpariwa, and the Honor-
able Priscilla Mishiairambwi. 

In the face of continued repression, 
this Movement for Democratic Change 
is working tirelessly to realize democ-
racy for Zimbabwe. The Congressional 
Caucus on Women’s Issues is honored 
to host these leaders of Zimbabwe 
today. 

All three women have a remarkable 
record of advocating passionately for 
the issues that affect women and soci-
ety in Zimbabwe. It is a real pleasure 
to welcome leaders from other nations 
who are working to bring about peace-
ful democratic changes within their 
country, and I know my colleagues will 
join me in extending a warm welcome 
to them today. 

f 

U.N. REFORM 
(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, 
today we will debate the U.N. Reform 
Act, and I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Chairman HYDE) 
for making this a priority. We are try-
ing to bring change to an organization 
that has grown fat, happy, and arro-
gant off of American taxpayer dollars. 

Over the past several years, we have 
watched the oil-for-food scandal, and 

numerous scandals listed here on this 
poster, accounting errors, and then on 
top of this, in 2005, the U.N. asked for 
a $400 million budget increase. 

Countries like Libya, Sudan, and 
Cuba are on the U.N. Human Rights 
Commission, and we, the taxpayers, are 
paying for this. 

The United States sends more than 
$400 million a year to the U.N. We 
spend billions of dollars in direct aid 
and military aid, and no one can say 
we are not doing our fair share. Requir-
ing the U.N. to try and find spending 
priorities is clearly not a bad thing; it 
is a good thing. Neither is asking them 
to cut spending. If they are not using 
our money wisely, we should not be 
sending as much. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will 
overwhelmingly support this important 
and overdue legislation. 

f 

REPUBLICANS SILENCE OPPOSI-
TION TO PATRIOT ACT IN COM-
MITTEE HEARING 
(Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ asked 

and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
Speaker, while we are on the subject of 
arrogance, as a new Member of the 
House Committee on the Judiciary, the 
Republican majority, I noticed, has be-
come so arrogant that they are now at-
tempting to silence even the opposition 
from the minority party, preventing us 
from giving any opposing testimony. 

The latest abuse comes from the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER), the chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. As the com-
mittee prepares to vote on the reau-
thorization of the PATRIOT Act, 
Chairman SENSENBRENNER has con-
ducted 12 hearings on the issue, but has 
refused to allow almost any testimony 
from those who oppose the PATRIOT 
Act or its provisions. 

Opposing testimony was allowed only 
after the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. CONYERS) used the rules of the 
committee to force the chairman to 
hold a hearing that included Demo-
cratic panelists. Clearly miffed by this 
action, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Chairman SENSENBRENNER) scheduled 
the hearing for just 18 hours later on a 
Friday morning when the House was 
not even in session. And that is not the 
worst of it. 

During the actual hearing, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Chairman SEN-
SENBRENNER) rudely cut opposition 
voices off, and then abruptly and uni-
laterally concluded the hearing with-
out a vote of the committee. After 
Democrats called a point of order, he 
gaveled the hearing to a close and left 
the room. When Democrats continued 
to voice their opposition, he turned the 
microphones off. When that did not 
stop them, he turned the lights off in 
the room. 

Mr. Speaker, when are Republicans 
going to realize that the minority 
voice is an important one? 
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PAYING TRIBUTE TO CHUCK 

COLSON, FOUNDER OF PRISON 
FELLOWSHIP 

(Mr. GUTKNECHT asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to a convicted 
felon. 

Earlier this month, with the reveal-
ing of Deep Throat, we were reminded 
of Watergate, a pivotal event in Amer-
ican history that also marked a major 
turning point in the life of then White 
House hatchet man Chuck Colson. In-
stead of returning to a career in the 
private sector after serving his prison 
sentence, Colson felt called to return 
to those still behind bars. 

b 1030 

In 1976 he founded Prison Fellowship, 
the world’s largest prison outreach or-
ganization. 

In 2002, after nearly 30 years of lead-
ing Prison Fellowship, Colson named 
former Virginia Attorney General 
Mark Earley as the man who would 
take the organization into the next 
generation. Now, June 16, 2005, marks 
another crowning moment as they 
dedicate new headquarters in 
Landsdowne, Virginia. 

With over two million Americans be-
hind bars in the United States, Prison 
Fellowship is working to change hearts 
and help return inmates to society as 
productive citizens. 

Today we may dedicate bricks and 
mortar, but we are truly giving thanks 
that Prison Fellowship is not just an 
organization; it is a movement of 
churches and volunteers in all 50 
States and now 108 countries around 
the world 

Thank you, Chuck Colson, for saving 
lives by saving souls. 

f 

REPUBLICAN ABUSES OF POWER 

(Ms. WATSON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, how 
much does the majority leader under-
estimate the American people? For 6 
months now the House Ethics Com-
mittee has been unable to meet be-
cause the Ethics Committee chairman 
refuses to abide by the committee’s 
own rules. And now, this week, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY) says it 
is the Democrats who are keeping the 
committee from meeting because, ac-
cording to him, they want to delay his 
case before the Ethics Committee until 
an election year. 

If the majority leader really wants 
his case heard before the Ethics Com-
mittee, he should persuade the Ethics 
Committee chairman to abide by the 
ethics rules and appoint a nonpartisan 
staff director. The rules of the com-
mittee are clear that the staff be as-
sembled and retained as a professional 
nonpartisan staff. If the gentleman 
from Washington (Chairman HASTINGS) 

is allowed to appoint his chief of staff, 
he would be breaking the committee 
rules by having a partisan staffer on 
the committee. 

Democrats want the Ethics Com-
mittee to play by the rules. Please play 
by the rules. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2863, DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2006 
Mr. COLE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, 

by direction of the Committee on 
Rules, I call up House Resolution 315 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 315 
Resolved, That at any time after the adop-

tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2863) making 
appropriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2006, and for other purposes. The first read-
ing of the bill shall be dispensed with. All 
points of order against consideration of the 
bill are waived. General debate shall be con-
fined to the bill and shall not exceed one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Appropriations. After gen-
eral debate the bill shall be considered for 
amendment under the five-minute rule. All 
points of order against provisions in the bill 
for failure to comply with clause 2 of rule 
XXI are waived. During consideration of the 
bill for amendment, the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole may accord priority 
in recognition on the basis of whether the 
Member offering an amendment has caused 
it to be printed in the portion of the Con-
gressional Record designated for that pur-
pose in clause 8 of rule XVIII. Amendments 
so printed shall be considered as read. When 
the committee rises and reports the bill back 
to the House with a recommendation that 
the bill do pass, the previous question shall 
be considered as ordered on the bill and 
amendments thereto to final passage with-
out intervening motion except one motion to 
recommit with or without instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FORBES). The gentleman from Okla-
homa (Mr. COLE) is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. COLE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, 
for the purpose of debate only, I yield 
the customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN), pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all 
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. COLE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H. Res. 315. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COLE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, 

on Tuesday the Rules Committee met 

and reported a rule for consideration of 
the House Report for H.R. 2863, the De-
partment of Defense Appropriations 
Bill for Fiscal Year 2006. 

Mr. Speaker, when the Rules Com-
mittee met, it granted an open rule, 
providing 1 hour of general debate 
equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking member of the 
Committee on Appropriations. This 
rule waives all points of order against 
consideration of the bill. For the pur-
poses of amendment, the bill shall be 
read by paragraph. Additionally, this 
rule waives all points of order against 
provisions in the bill which fail to com-
ply with clause 2 of rule XXI, and it au-
thorizes the Chair to accord priority in 
recognition to Members who have pre- 
printed their amendments in the 
RECORD. It provides one motion to re-
commit with or without instructions. 

Mr. Speaker, the committee believes 
this rule will provide ample oppor-
tunity for Members to fully debate the 
funding of our national defense. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of the rule for H.R. 2863 and the under-
lying bill. This important legislation 
takes dramatic steps to further pros-
ecute the global war on terror, enhance 
our security, and improve the lives of 
our servicemen and women. It is a bill 
that fundamentally addresses many of 
the transformative challenges faced by 
our military in the future and imple-
ments many measures needed to meet 
those challenges. 

Mr. Speaker, the Defense Appropria-
tions Subcommittee and the full Ap-
propriations Committee have presented 
us with an excellent bill. This bill pro-
vides us with a way to meet many of 
the current challenges that we face by 
addressing the immediate require-
ments of our forces as well as the ongo-
ing need to transform our military 
through the adoption of new tech-
nology, advanced methods of warfare, 
and innovative changes in military 
doctrine. 

To fully appreciate the significance 
of H.R. 2863, one must understand the 
four long-term challenges that we seek 
to address in this legislation. 

The first long-term challenge is a di-
rect result of the procurement holiday 
that was taken by our country in the 
1990s. To understand the consequences 
of shortchanging our military during 
this era, one need only to recall the 
ammunition accounts as they were 
funded, or perhaps better described as 
not funded, during this period. The fail-
ure to maintain adequate stocks of am-
munition is a shortcoming we are only 
now beginning to overcome. Addition-
ally, one can see the adverse effects 
that a constant surge in deployments 
in the 1990s had upon the maintenance 
levels of our hardware. This bill takes 
important steps to rectify that prob-
lem associated with the procurement 
holiday. 

Mr. Speaker, the second long-term 
challenge we must address on a con-
tinual basis is related to the trans-
formation of our military forces. The 
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